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U.S. Customs Service 


Treasury Decisions 


(T.D. 79-133) 
Cotton Textile Products—Restriction on Entry 


Restriction on entry of cotton textile products manufactured or produced in 
Brazil 


There is published below a directive of March 15, 1979, received 
by the Commissioner of Customs from the chairman, Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile Agreements, concerning restriction 
on entry of cotton textile products in category 359 manufactured or 
produced in Brazil. This directive amends, but does not cancel, that 
committee’s directive of October 24, 1978 (T.D. 78-474). 

This directive was published in the Federal Register on March 21, 
1979 (44 F.R. 17205), by the committee. 

(QUO-2-1) 
Dated: May 4, 1979. 
Wiriu1am D. SLYNE 
(For Ben L. Irvin, Acting 
Duty Assessment Division.) 


U.S. DepaRTMENT OF CoMMERCE, 
Tue Assistant SECRETARY FoR INDUSTRY AND TRADE, 
Washington, D.C., March 15, 1979. 


Committee for the Implementation of Textile Agreements 


CoMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Department of the Treasury, 
Washington, D.C. 20229. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: This directive amends, but does not 
cancel, the directive of October 24, 1978, from the chairman of the 
Committee for the Implementation of Textile Agreements which es- 
tablished a level of restraint for cotton textile products in category 
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359, produced or manufactured in Brazil and exported to the United 
States during the 12-month period which began on April 1, 1978. 

Under the terms of the Arrangement Regarding International Trade 
in Textiles done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, as extended on 
December 14, 1977; pursuant to the Bilateral Cotton Textile Agree- 
ment of April 22, 1976, as amended, between the Governments of 
the United States and the Federative Republic of Brazil; and in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 
1972, as amended by Executive Order 11951 of January 6, 1977, you 
are directed to increase, effective on March 15, 1979, and for the 12- 
month period beginning on April 1, 1978, and extending through 
March 31, 1979, the level of restraint established in the directive of 
October 24, 1978, for category 359 to 217,391 pounds. 

The action taken with respect to the Government of the Federative 
Republic of Brazil and with respect to imports of cotton textile 
products from Brazil has been determined by the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. Therefore, the directions to the Com- 
missioner of Customs, being necessary to the implementation of such 
actions, fall within the foreign affairs exception to the rulemaking 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the Federal 
Register. 

Sincerely, 
ArtTHUR GAREL, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
Tue AssIsTANT SECRETARY FOR INDUSTRY AND TRADE, 
Washington, D.C., March 15, 1979. 


Committee for the Implementation of Textile Agreements 


CoMMISSIONER OF CusTOms, 
Department of the Treasury, 
Washington, D.C. 20229. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: To facilitate implementation of the bi- 
lateral cotton textile agreement between the Governments of the 
United States and Brazil, it would be appreciated if you would charge 
2,913 pounds to the increased level of restraint established for cate- 
gory 359 in the directive of March 15, 1979. This charge is for the 


1 The level of restraint has not been adjusted to reflect any imports after Mar. 31, 1978, 
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period which began on September 1, 1978, and extends through Octo- 
ber 31, 1978. 
This letter will not be published in the Federal Register. 
Sincerely, 
ARTHUR GAREL, 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 


(T.D. 79-134) 


Special Tonnage Tax and Light Money—Customs Regulations 
Amended 


Foreign discriminating duties of tonnage and impost with respect to vessels of 
and certain imports from the Republic of Nauru suspended and discontinued; 
section 4.22, Customs Regulations, amended 


TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 


Cuapter I—U.S. Customs SERVICE 
PART 4—VESSELS IN FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC TRADES 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 
ACTION: Final rule. 
SUMMARY: This rule adds the Republic of Nauru to the list of 


nations whose vessels are exempted from the payment of higher 
tonnage duties than are applicable to vessels of the United States 
and from the payment of light money. Satisfactory evidence has been 
obtained by the Department of State that no discriminating duties of 
tonnage or impost are imposed in Nauruan ports upon vessels be- 
longing to citizens of the United States or on their cargoes. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: The exemption became effective January 31, 
1968. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Patrick J. Casey, 
Carriers, Drawback and Bonds Division, U.S. Customs Service, 1301 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20229; 202-566-5706. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


BACKGROUND 


Generally, the United States imposes regular and special tonnage 
taxes, and a duty of a specified amount per ton, known as “light 
money,” on all foreign vessels which enter U.S. ports (46 U.S.C. 121, 
128). However, vessels of a foreign nation may be exempted from the 
payment of special tonnage taxes and light money upon presentation 
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of proof satisfactory to the President that no discriminatory duties 
of tonnage or imposts are imposed by that foreign nation on U.S. 
vessels or their cargoes (46 U.S.C. 141). The President has delegated 
the authority to grant this exemption to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Section 4.22, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 4.22), lists those nations 
whose vessels have been exempted from the payment of any higher 
tonnage duties than are applicable to vessels of the United States 
and from the payment of light money. 

On November 22, 1978, the Department of State advised Customs 
that prior to independence on January 31, 1968, the Republic of 
Nauru, a former trust territory of Australia, enjoyed the same rights 
and obligations as Australia with respect to treaties with the United 
States (including the exemption for its registered vessels from the 
payment of special tonnage taxes and light money), and that following 
independence, Nauru chose to continue indefinitely the bilateral 
treaties that it had prior to independence. Consequently, there is 
satisfactory evidence which would permit the Secretary of the Treasury 
to find that vessels of the Republic of Nauru are entitled to the exemp- 
tion, and the Department of State has requested that such vessels be 
afforded the exemption. 


DECLARATION 


Therefore, by virtue of the authority vested in the President by 
section 4228 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (46 U.S.C. 141), 
and delegated to the Secretary of the Treasury by Executive Order No. 
10289, September 17, 1951, as amended by Executive Order No. 10882, 
July 18, 1960 (8 CFR, 1959-63 comp., ch. IT), and pursuant to the 
authorization provided by Treasury Department Order No. 190, rev. 
15 (43 F.R. 11884), I declare that the foreign discriminating duties of 
tonnage and impost within the United States are suspended and dis- 
continued, in respect to vessels of the Republic of Nauru and the 
produce, manufactures, or merchandise imported into the United 
States in such vessels from Nauru or from any other foreign country. 

This suspension and discontinuance shall take effect from January 
31, 1968, in respect to vessels of Nauru and shall continue only for so 
long as the reciprocal exemptions of vessels wholly belonging to 
citizens of the United States and their cargoes shall be continued. 


AMENDMENT TO THE REGULATIONS 


In accordance with this declaration, section 4.22, Customs Regula- 
tions (19 CFR 4.22), is amended by adding “Nauru, Republic of” 
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in the appropriate alphabetical sequence in the list of nations whose 
vessels are exempted from the payment of any higher tonnage duties 
than are applicable to vessels of the United States and from the pay- 
ment of light money. 


(R.S. 251, as amended, 4219, as amended, 4225, as amended, 4228, as 
amended, sec. 3, 23 Stat. 119, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759 
(19 U.S.C. 66, 1624, 46 U.S.C. 3, 121, 128, 141).) 


INAPPLICABILITY OF PUBLIC NOTICE AND DELAYED EFFECTIVE DATE 
REQUIREMENTS 


Because this amendment merely implements a statutory require- 
ment, notice and public procedure are unnecessary, and good cause 
exists for dispensing with a delayed effective date under 5 U.S.C. 553. 


REGULATION DETERMINED TO BE NONSIGNIFICANT 


In a directive published in the Federal Register on November 8, 
1978 (43 F.R. 52120), implementing Executive Order 12044, ‘“Improv- 
ing Government Regulations’, the Treasury Department stated that 
it considers each regulation or amendment to an existing regulation 
published in the Federal Register and codified in the Code of Federal 
Regulations to be “significant”. However, it has been determined 
that this amendment does not meet the Treasury Department criteria 
in the directive for a “significant” regulation because it is nonsubstan- 
tive, essentially procedural, does not materially change existing or 
establish new poilcy, and does not impose substantial additional 
requirements or costs on, or substantially alter the legal rights or 
obligations of, those affected. 


DRAFTING INFORMATION 


The principal author of this document was Lawrence P. Dunham, 
Regulations and Legal Publications Division, Office of Regulations and 
Rulings, U.S. Customs Service. However, personnel from other 
offices of the Customs Service and the Departments of State and the 
Treasury participated in its development. 

Dated: April 24, 1979. 

RicHarp J. Davis, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Federal Register May 10, 1979 (44 FR 27384) ] 
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(T.D. 79-135) 
Country of Origin Marking 


Notice of specific country of origin marking requirements for imported manhole 
covers and frames 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice of specific country of origin marking requirements 
for imported manhole covers and frames. 
SUMMARY: The Customs Service has learned that the country of 
origin marking requirements are not being uniformly applied to im- 
ported manhole covers and frames. This document gives notice that, 
with certain exceptions set forth in the document, such merchandise 
shall be permanently and legibly marked with the country of origin 
by die stamping, molding, or etching and that such merchandise 
which is marked with the name of a location in the United States shall 
also be permanently and legibly marked with the country of origin in 
comparatively sized letters preceded by words such as “made in,” 
although the country of origin marking need not be on the same side 
of a manhole cover as the name of the U.S. location. 
DATES: This ruling shall be effective as to merchandise entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for consumption on or after (90 days 
from date of publication in the Federal Register). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Samuel A. Orandle, 
Entry Procedures and Penalties Division, U.S. Customs Service, 
1301 Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20229; 202-566- 
5765. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

BACKGROUND 

Section 304, Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1304), 
provides, in general, that every article of foreign origin, or its con- 
tainer, imported into the United States shall be legibly and con- 
spicuously marked to indicate the country of origin to an ultimate 
purchaser in the United States, with certain exceptions. Authority is 
provided in 19 U.S.C. 1304 for the promulgation of regulations by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Part 134 of the Customs Regulations (19 CFR pt. 134) contains 
the regulations on country of origin marking. Section 134.42 of the 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 134.42) provides that specific methods 
of marking merchandise with its country of origin may be required 
by the Commissioner of Customs, and that notice of such rulings shall 
be published in the Federal Register and the Customs BULLETIN. 

Customs has learned that the country of origin marking require- 
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ments are not being applied uniformly, at the different ports of entry, 
to imported manhole covers and frame sets. Some manhole covers 
and frame sets have been entered with the country of origin painted 
on them or written with a yellow crayon. In other instances, no 
marking other than the U.S. distributor’s name was shown. Some 
distributors have been found to be painting out the country of origin 
marking or dip processing the cover and frame sets so that any 
painted markings are covered. 


SPECIFIC METHOD OF MARKING REQUIRED 


To provide for uniformity of application of the country of origin 
marking requirements of 19 U.S.C. 1304, and to clarify those marking 
requirements as applied to the subject merchandise, manhole covers 
and frames imported into the United States shall be marked with 
their country of origin as follows. 

1. Manhole covers and frames imported in bulk by a distributor 
for resale to ultimate purchasers in the United States shall each be 
permanently and legibly marked with the country of origin by die 
stamping, molding, or etching. Covers or frames which are marked 
with the name of a location in the United States shall be permanently 
and legibly marked with the name of the country of origin in com- 
parably sized letters, preceded by words such as ‘‘made in” or ‘‘product 
of.’’ However, the country of origin marking need not be on the same 
side of the cover or frame on which the name of the U.S. location 
appears. 

2. There are two exceptions from the general country of origin 
marking requirements stated above for imported manhole covers and 
frames which are not marked with the name of a location in the 
United States. 

(a) If the manhole covers and frames are ordered directly from a 
foreign supplier by a contractor or other ultimate purchaser in the 
United States who will use them and not offer them for resale, and if 
Customs is satisfied that the covers and frames were made in the 
country named in the invoice, they may be excepted from country 
or origin under 19 U.S.C. 1304(a)(3)(H). 

(b) If the manhole covers and frames are imported in containers 
properly marked with the country of origin marking and Customs 
officers at the port of entry are satisfied that the merchandise will 
reach the ultimate purchaser in the marked container and be used 
only in the manufacture of finished articles, the manhole covers and 
frames may be excepted from country of origin marking under 19 
U.S.C. 1304(a)(3)(D). 

291-888—79——2 
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AUTHORITY 


This notice is being published in accordance with section 304, 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1304), and section 134.42, 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 134.42). 

Dated: May 4, 1979. 

LEoNARD LEHMAN, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 


[Published in the Federal Register May 10, 1979 (44 FR 27385) ] 


(T.D. 79-136) 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY ORDER 


Number: 130-1 


Date: April 11, 1979. 


Subject: Delegation of Authority to the Commissioner of Customs of functions 
under sections 1061 and 1102 of the Currency and Foreign Transactions 
Reporting Act (31 U.S.C. 1051, et seq.) 


By virtue of the authority vested in the Secretary of the Treasury 


by Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1965, and Reorganization Plan No. 
26 of 1950, and pursuant to the authority delegated to me as Assist- 
ant Secretary (Enforcement and Operations), including that delegated 
to me by Treasury Department Order No. 190, as revised, there is 
hereby delegated to the Commissioner of Customs, with the right to 
redelegate, the functions, rights, privileges, powers, and duties of the 
Secretary of the Treasury under the ‘Currency and Foreign Trans- 
actions Reporting Act” (31 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.): 
1. To disseminate copies of reports required under the provi- 
sions of the Department of the Treasury regulations issued to 
implement 31 U.S.C. 1061, subject to cuidelines and procedures 


which have been approved by the Assistant Secretary (Enforce- 
ment and Operations), and 
2. To remit or mitigate forfeitures of currency or other mone- 

tary instruments not in excess of $100,000 seized under 31 U.S.C. 
1102, subject to guidelines and procedures which have been 
approved by the “Assistant Secretary (Enforcement and Op- 
erations). 

Ricuarp J. Davis, 

Assistant Secretary 
(Enforcement and Operations). 
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(T.D. 79-137) 
Customs Delegation Order No. 56 
Customs Delegation Order No. 56 


Order of the Commissioner of Customs delegating authority, with respect to 
functions under sections 1061 and 1102 of the Currency and Foreign Trans- 
actions Reporting Act, to certain Customs officers 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by Treasury Department 
Order No. 130-1, dated April 11, 1979 (T.D. 79-136), I hereby dele- 
gate to the following specified officers of the Customs Service, subject 
to guidelines and procedures which have been approved by the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury (Enforcement and Operations), the 
functions, rights, privileges, powers, and duties of the Secretary of the 
Treasury under sections 1061 and 1102 of the “Currency and Foreign 
Transactions Reporting Act” (31 U.S.C. 1061, 1102): 


1. The Assistant Commissioner (Investigations) is hereby 
delegated the authority to disseminate copies of reports required 
under the provisions of the Department of the Treasury regula- 
tions issued to implement 31 U.S.C. 1061. 

2. District and area directors of Customs are hereby delegated 
the authority to act on petitions to remit or mitigate forfeitures 
of currency or other monetary instruments not in excess of $25,000 
seized under 31 U.S.C. 1102. 

3. Regional commissioners of Customs are hereby delegated the 
authority to act on supplemental petitions for relief from decisions 
of district and area directors of Customs in connection with the 
remission or mitigation of forfeitures of currency or other mone- 
tary instruments not in excess of $25,000 seized under 31 U.S.C. 
1102. 

4. The Director, Entry Procedures and Penalties Division, 
Office of Regulations and Rulings, is hereby delegated the 
authority to act on petitions to remit or mitigate forfeitures 
of currency or other monetary instruments in excess of $25,000, 
but not in excess of $100,000, seized under 31 U.S.C. 1102. 

5. The Deputy Assistant Commissioner (Regulations and 
Rulings) is hereby delegated the authority to act on supplemental 
petitions for relief from decisions of the Director, Entry Pro- 
cedures and Penalties Division, in connection with the remission 
or mitigation of forfeitures of currency or other monetary instru- 
ments in excess of $25,000, but not in excess of $100,000, seized 
under 31 U.S.C. 1102. 


Dated: May 7, 1979. 
R. E. Cuasen, 
Commissioner of Customs. 
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(T.D. 79-138) 
Bonds 


Approval of consolidated aircraft bond (air carrier blanket bond), Customs form 
7605; amendment of T.D. 71-125 


T.D. 71-125 relating to the approval of the consolidated aircraft 
bond of the following principal is hereby amended as necessary to show 


that such principal is designated as a carrier of bonded merchandise, 
as noted below. 

Dated: May 4, 1979. 
Principal: ee oe 


as carrier 


Korean Airlines Corp Apr. 11, 1979. 


Donatp W. Lewis 
(For Leonard Lehman, Assistant 
Commissioner, Regulations and Rulings). 


T.D. 79-139 
Foreign Currencies—Daily Rates for Countries not on Quarterly List 
Rates of exchange based on rates certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by 
the Federal Reserve Bank of New York for the Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, 


People’s Republic of China yuan, Philippines peso, Singapore dollar, Thailand 
baht (tical) 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified buying 
rates for the dates and foreign currencies shown below. The rates of 
exchange, based on these buying rates, are published for the informa- 
tion and use of Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to 
part 159, subpart C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, subpart C). 

People’s Republic of China yuan: 
April 23-27, 1979 $0. 628220 
Hong Kong dollar: 
April 23, 1979 $0. 193050 
April 24, 1979 . 193237 
April 25, 1979 . 193274 
April 26, 1979 . 194175 
April 27, 1979 . 197044 
Tran rial: 
April 23-27, 1979 
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Philippines peso: 
April 23-27, 1979 

Singapore dollar: 
April 23, 1979 
April 24, 1979 
April 25, 1979 
April 26, 1979 
April 27, 1979 


Thailand baht (tical) : 
April 23-27, 1979 
(LIQ-3-0:D:E) 
Date: May 7, 1979. 


$0. 1365 


$0. 453309 
. 453515 
- 453926 
. 454649 
- 453721 


$0. 0488 


Ben L. Irvin, 
Acting Director, 
Duty Assessment Division. 





U.S. Customs Service 


General Notzces 
(521190) 
American Manufacturer’s Petition 


Notice of receipt of American manufacturer’s petition requesting the reclassifi- 
cation of plastic netting 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 
ACTION: Notice of receipt of American manufacturer’s petition. 


SUMMARY: Customs has received a petition from an American 
manufacturer of plastic netting requesting the reclassification of similar 
imported merchandise as textile articles. Plastic netting produced in 
an extrusion machine process in one single continuous operation is 
currently precluded by Customs administrative rulings from classi- 
fication as textile articles. 


DATES: Interested parties may comment on this petition. Comments 
(preferably in triplicate) must be received on or before (60 days from 
the date of publication in the Federal Register). 


ADDRESS: Comments should be addressed to the Commissioner of 
Customs, Attention: Regulations and Legal Publications Division, 
room 2335, 1301 Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20229. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Donald F. Cahill, 
Classification and Value Division, U.S. Customs Service, 1301 Consti- 
tution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20229; 202-566-8181. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
BACKGROUND 

A petition has been filed under section 516 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 1516), by an American manufacturer of plastic 
netting. This netting is described in the petitioner’s submission as a 
continuously extruded plastic mesh having application in industrial 
and consumer packaging, and as the support medium for filtering sys- 
tems such as blood dialysis machines. The petitioner contends that 
plastic netting of this kind is properly classifiable as nonwoven textile 

12 
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articles, presumably under the provision for other textile articles not 
specially provided for, of manmade fibers, in item 389.62, Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (TSUS). Imported merchandise of this 
kind is currently classifiable under the provision for film, strips, and 
sheets, all the foregoing which are flexible, not of cellulosic plastic 
materials, other, in item 771.42, TSUS, if the netting is flexible and 
over 15 inches in width and over 18 inches in length, and not processed 
(other than surface-processed), or in item 771.55, TSUS, if the netting 
is not flexible and meets those dimensional requirements or consists of 
seamless tubing made or cut into lengths measuring over 15 inches. 
See headnotes 1 (b) and (c), schedule 7, part 12, subpart B, TSUS. If 
the plastic netting is made or cut into nonrectangular shapes, or meas- 
ures not over 15 inches in width, or measures not over 18 inches in 
length, or is ground on the edges, drilled, milled, hemmed, or otherwise 
processed (except surface-processed), it is classifiable under the pro- 
vision for articles not specially provided for, of rubber or plastics, 
other, in item 774.60, TSUS. See headnote 2(iv), schedule 7, part 12, 
subpart B, TSUS. 

On the basis that a textile article must be produced from previously 
formed filaments, Customs has precluded from classification as textile 
articles plastic netting which is produced in an extrusion machine 
process in one single continuous operation that forms the complete 
product. 

COMMENTS 


Pursuant to section 175.21(a) of the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
175.21(a)), the Customs Service invites written comments on this 
petition from all interested parties. 

The American manufacturer’s petition, as well as all comments re- 
ceived in response to this notice, will be available for public inspection 
in accordance with sections 103.8(b) and 175.21(b), Customs Regula- 
tions (19 CFR 103.8(b), 175.21(b)), during regular business hours 
at the Regulations and Legal Publications Division, Headquarters, 
U.S. Customs Service, room 2335, 1301 Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20229. 

AUTHORITY 


This notice is published in accordance with section 175.21(a) of the 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 175.21(a)). 
Dated: May 4, 1979. 
LEONARD LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings: 


{Published in the Federal Register May 10, 1979 (44 FR 27527) ] 
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(057755) 
American Manufacturer’s Petition 


Notice of receipt of American manufacturer’s petition to reclassify radio remote 
control apparatus 


AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, Department of the Treasury. 
ACTION: Notice of receipt of American manufacturer’s petition. 
SUMMARY: Customs has received a petition from an American 
manufacturer of radio remote control apparatus requesting the re- 
classification of imported radio remote control apparatus designed to 
be used with toy and model airplanes, boats, tanks, and similar 
articles. 

DATES: Interested persons may comment on this petition. Comments 
(preferably in triplicate) must be received on or before (60 days from 
the date of publication in the Federal Register). 

ADDRESS: Comments should be addressed to the Commissioner of 
Customs, Attention: Regulations and Legal Publications Division, 
room 2335, 1301 Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20229. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Leon X. Ludwig, 
Classification and Value Division, U.S. Customs Service, 1301 Con- 
stitution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20229; 202-566-8181. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


BACKGROUND 


A petition has been filed under section 516 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 1516), by an American manufacturer of 
radio remote apparatus. The petitioner contends that radio remote 
control apparatus which is imported separately, but which is designed 
for use with toy and model airplanes, boats, tanks, and similar articles, 
is properly classifiable under the provision for toys, and parts of toys, 
not specially provided for, other, in item 737.95, Tariff Schedules 
of the United States (TSUS). Radio remote control apparatus is 
specifically provided for in item 685.60, TSUS. 

In support of its contention that the radio remote control apparatus 
in question is properly classifiable under item 737.95, TSUS, the 
petitioner alleges the following: 


(1) The intent of Congress was to include only extremely 
sophisticated military and scientific radio remote control ap- 
paratus in the provision for radio remote control apparatus 
in item 685.60, TSUS; and 

(2) Radio remote control apparatus which is used with toy 
and model airplanes, boats, tanks, and similar articles, are 
classifiable according to their chief use, i.e., toys for the amuse- 
ment of children or adults. 
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COMMENTS 


Pursuant to section 175.21(a) of the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
175.21(a)), the Customs Service invites written comments on this 
petition from all interested parties. 


The American manufacturer’s petition, as well as all comments 
received in response to this notice, will be available for public in- 
spection in accordance with sections 103.8(b) and 175.21(b), Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR 103.8(b), 175.21(b)), during regular business 
hours at the Regulations and Legal Publications Division, Head- 
quarters, U.S. Customs Service, room 2335, 1301 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20229. 

AUTHORITY 

This notice is published in accordance with section 175.21(a) of 
the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 175.21(a)). 

Dated: May 4, 1979. 

LEONARD LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


[Published in the Federal Register May 10, 1979 (44 FR 27528) ] 
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Recent Unpublished Customs 
Service Decisions 


The following listing of recent administrative decisions issued by 
the Office of Regulations and Rulings, U.S. Customs Service, and not 
otherwise published, is published for the information of Customs 
officers and the importing community. Although the decisions are not 
of sufficient general interest to warrant publication as Treasury de- 
cisions, the listing describes the issues involved and is intended to aid 
Customs officers and concerned members of the public in identifying 
matters of interest which recently have been considered by the Office 
of Regulations and Rulings. 

A copy of any decision included in this listing, identified by its date 
and file number, may be obtained in a form appropriate for public 
distribution upon written request to the Office of Regulations and 
Rulings, attention: Legal Reference Area, room 2404, U.S. Customs 
Service, 1301 Constitution Avenue NW., Washington D.C. 20229. 
These copies will be made available at a cost to the requester of 10 
cents per page. However, the Customs Service will waive this charge 
if the total number of pages copied is 10 or less. 

Decisions listed in earlier issues of the Customs BULLETIN, through 
April 11, 1979, are available in microfiche format at a cost of $6.90 (15 
cents per sheet of fiche). It is anticipated that additions to the micro- 
fiche will be made quarterly and subscriptions are available. Requests 
for the microfiche now available and for subscriptions should be 
directed to the Legal Reference Area. Subscribers will automatically 
receive updates as they are issued and will be billed accordingly. 

Dated: May 8, 1979. 

LEONARD LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


Date of File No. Issue 
decision 


9 


3-26-79 102447 Vessels: Whether a U.S.-registered barge laden with 
export cargo is required to obtain a permit to proceed 
to a point on an inland waterway if a change of tug- 
boats occurs at that point 
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Date of 
decision 


4-23-79 


4-23-79 


4— 3-79 


4-20-79 


4-23-79 
4-12-79 


4-12-79 


4-17-79 
12-13-78 


3- 5-79 


eh 


3-22-79 
3-21-79 


4- 2-79 


3-26-79 


File No. 


103706 


103788 


103665 


103821 


103841 


103843 


103882 


103925 


103944 


306708 


709664 


710173 


055344 
055399 


057293 


057518 


057706 


057875 


057925 


057947 


Issue 


Carrier control: Whether foreign yachts imported to 
U.S. with duty paid may be chartered to U.S. citizens 

Vessel repair: Whether a tugboat is a special purpose 
vessel 

Carrier control: Whether coastwise-qualified vessels 
with lighter domestic crude oil from a foreign-flag 
¥YLCC stationed on the high seas must report their 
arrival and present a manifest 

Carrier control: Whether an oil spill cleanup vessel in 
U.S. territorial waters is engaged in coastwise trade 
if the recovered oil transported on the vessel is reused 
or resold 

Vessel repair: Evidentiary requirements for remission 
of duty paid 

Carrier control: Operation of a foreign-built, U.5.- 
registered fish processing vessel in territorial waters 


Carrier control: Whether a cruise is a carriage of pas- 


sengers on a foreign vessel or a transportation of 
passengers on a foreign vessel 

Vessel repair: Whether reinforcement of beam ends and 
modifications of coamings and hatch cover locations 
are dutiable as vessel repairs 

Instruments of international traffic: Whether empty 
railroad cars may enter the U.S. duty-free to engage 
in local traffic before engaging in international traffie 

Bonds: Issuance of cartman’s license 

Prohibited and restricted importations: Whether bingo 
tickets are prohibited as lottery tickets 

Prohibited and restricted importations: Quantities of 
liquor in violation of state law 

Classification: Lace fabrie (351.80, 386.08) 

Classification: Dolls based on motion picture characters 
(737.22, 737.40) 

Classification: Lace fabric (351.80, 386.08) 

Generalized System of Preferences: Whether costs of 
materials used in producing an article in one benefi- 
ciary developing country are includable in the 35 per- 
cent value-added requirement if the materials were 
produced in another beneficiary developing country 

Classification: Dewatering system (657.25, 664.10, 678.- 
50, 685.90, 688.15) 

Classification: Tube bender machine (649.43, 649.49, 
674.35, 674.50, 674.53) 

Classification: Kitchen butcher knives (650.15, 650.21) 

Classification: Threaded steel rod  (608.45—608.50, 
657.25) 

Classification: Heat-shrinkable seamless tubing 
(771.55) 

Classification: Gas-fired room heaters; wall furnaces 
(653.52) 
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Date of 
Decision 


—13- 
=—17/- 
-13 


4—5- 5 
4-10-79 
4-13-79 
4-17-79 
4-17-79 
4-17-79 
4-11-79 
4-17-79 


3-30-79 
4-18-79 


File No. 


057631 
058895 
059457 
059567 


059608 
059764 
059824 


059870 


059957 
059973 
059990 
060001 
060102 
060233 
060261 
060265 
060460 
061029 
061031 


061129 
062014 


CUSTOMS 


Classification: 


Classification: 


Classification: 
Classification : 


Issue 
Portable saw mill (674.42) 
Building blocks (523.91, 523.94) 
Fiber board (355.25) 
Men’s trousers with nonornamental 


stitching (380.39, 380.84) 


Classification : 
: Unfilled novelty pillow slip (367.60) 
Classification : 


Classification 


Quilted nylon suit bag (706.24) 


Man’s hip length jacket with ornamental 


overlays around garment pockets (380.00, 380.04) 


Classification : 


(386.50) 
Classification 


Classification: 


Classification : 


Classification: 
Classification : 
Classification : 
Classification: 
Classification: 
Classification: 
Classification : 


Generalized 
mediates 


Classification: 
Classification: 


Toy storage bag of woven cotton fabric 


: Benzenoid dye (406.10) 

Musk-ox wool (186.55) 

Deodorizer products (432.00) 

Hand loom wall hanging (366.79, 670.14) 
Water-based resin (493.30, 945.49) 

Cheese (117.85) 

Men’s work pants (380.04) 

Nonwoven, stitch-bonded fabric (359.50) 
Men’s overalls (380.39) 

Mittens (705.86, 734.99, 735.05) 

System of Preferences: Chemical inter- 


Dies and molds (801.00, 864.55) 
Canvas tote bag (386.50, 706.22) 





Decisions of the United States 
Customs Court 


United States Customs Court 


One Federal Plaza 
New York, N.Y. 10007 


Chief Judge 
Edward D. Re 
Judges 
Paul P. Rao James L. Watson 
Morgan Ford Herbert N. Maletz 


Scovel Richardson Bernard Newman 
Frederick Landis Nils A. Boe 


Senior Judge 
Samuel M. Rosenstein 


Clerk 
Joseph E. Lombardi 


Customs Decision 
(C.D. 4800) 


CoNTINENTAL MANUFACTURING Co. ET AL. v. UNITED STATES 
Trigger sprayers 


Trigger sprayers claimed to be properly dutiable at 5 per centum ad 
valorem under item 662.50, TSUS, as modified by Presidential Proc- 
lamation 3822, T.D. 68-9, held properly subject to classification 
under item 662.35, TSUS, as modified, supra, as classified, as simple 
piston pump sprays. 

The common meaning, in the absence of a commercial designation 
which differs from the common meaning, is controlling. 

Common meaning of a tariff term is not a question of fact but a 
question of law to be determined by the courts. United States v. Na- 
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tional Carloading Corp. et al., 48 CCPA 70, C.A.D. 767 (1961); Pro- 
ductol Chemical Oo. v. United States, 74 Cust. Ct. 138, C.D. 4598 (1975). 

Testimony of witnesses as to whether the sprayers are simple or 
complex is merely advisory and not binding on the court. Tropical 
Craft Corp. v. United States, 45 CCPA 59, C.A.D. 673 (1958). 

Legislative history may not be utilized where the tariff term is plain 
and unambiguous. C. J. Tower & Sons v. United States, 41 CCPA 195, 
C.A.D. 550 (1954). 


Court Nos. 74—2-00331, etc. 


Port of Los Angeles 
[Judgment for defendant.] 
(Decided April 23, 1979) 
Glad, Tutile & White (Edward N. Glad and T. Randolph Ferguson of counsel) for 
the plaintiffs. 


Barbara Allen Babcock, Assistant Attorney General (Bruce M. Mitchell, trial 
attorney), for the defendant. 


Forp, Judge: Plaintiffs in these actions joined for trial contest the 
classification and assessment of duty of six models of trigger sprayers 
designated as models 922-H, 922-HJ, 922-C, CTS-4700, 5980-05, 
and 923-H. The sprayers were classified by Customs under item 
662.35 of the Tariff Schedules of the United States, as modified by 
Presidential Proclamation 3822, T.D. 68-9, which provides for simple 
piston pump sprays. Duty was assessed thereon at the rate of 9.5 
per centum ad valorem. It is the contention of plaintiffs that the 
sprayers are not “simple” and are, therefore, properly subject to 
classification under item 662.50, as modified, supra, which prescribes 
duty at the rate of 5 per centum ad valorem. 

The pertinent statutory provisions read as follows: 

Mechanical appliances, whether or not 
hand operated, for projecting, dis- 
persing, or spraying liquids or powders; 
fire extinguishers, whether or not 
charged; spray guns and similar ap- 
pliances; steam- or _ sand-blasting 
machines and similar jet projecting 
machines; all the foregoing (except 
automatic vending machines) and 
parts thereof: 
662.35 Simple piston pump sprays, powder 
bellows, all the foregoing and parts 
thereof 9.5% ad val. 
662.50 her 5% ad val. 

The record consists of a stipulation of counsel for the parties that all 

models have the same mechanism as CTS—4700 and operate in the 
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same manner. Plaintiffs offered the testimony of one witness and 
introduced 20 exhibits. Defendant’s case in chief consisted of the 
testimony of two witnesses and the receipt in evidence of seven 
exhibits. 

Defendant moved to dismiss and plaintiffs consented to said motion 
with respect to entry DE 133435 of court No. 74-2-00331, protest 
No. 2704-3-003104. Accordingly, said entry is severed and dismissed 
as to said protest. Defendant then moved to sever and dismiss entries 
DE 206593, DE 211408, DE 230539, DE 249341, and DE 252257 
from protest No. 2704-4—000702 on the ground that said entries are 
also covered by protest No. 2704—4—000669 which is not before the 
court. Since only one protest may be filed against one category of 
merchandise covered by the same entry, the latter protest, 2704—4- 
000702 involved in this action is a nullity. Accordingly, court No. 
75-1-00098 is hereby severed and dismissed as to entries DE 206593, 
DE 211408, DE 230539, DE 249341, and DE 252257 covered by 
protest No. 2704—4-000702. 

The issue presented for determination is whether the trigger 
sprayers involved, which admittedly are piston pump sprays, are 
“simple” so as to bring them within the provisions of item 662.35, 
as modified, supra, or complex which would result in classification 
under item 662.50, as modified, supra. 

The classification of the involved trigger sprayers is presumptively 
correct. The burden to prove otherwise rests upon the party challeng- 
ing the classification. 28 U.S.C. 2635(a). Plaintiffs, in their attempt 
to overcome the presumption of correctness attaching to the classifica- 
tion, offered the testimony of Mr. Hiroshi Suzuki, executive vice 
president of a subsidiary of the plaintiffs. Mr. Suzuki described the 
operation and parts of the involved merchandise. The witness was of 
the opinion that the sprayers were not simple piston pump sprays 
inasmuch as they contain a greater number of parts than those pro- 
duced in the United States, have a unique one-line pump mechanism 
and children would find them difficult to operate. 

Defendant, on the other hand, produced two expert witnesses who 
had engineering degrees, and were involved in the field of fluid me- 
chanics. Dr. Julian Cole, a professor of engineering at UCLA, teaches 
fluid mechanics. Mr. James E. Burke is senior project engineer for 
Dispenser Products which is a subsidiary of the Ethyl Corp. Dispenser 
Products manufactures various dispensing systems including trigger 
pump sprays. Both witnesses considered the imported mechanism to 
be a simple pump spray similar to the type manufactured in the United 
States. Neither witness considered the number of parts utilized in the 
manufacture as determinative of whether the sprayers were simple or 
complex. In the opinion of the witnesses the determination of whether 
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a mechanism is simple or complex is based upon the function of the 
article to obtain the end result. The fact the imported sprayers utilized 
a one-line system and those manufactured in the United States utilized 
a two-line system did not change their opinion. The only difference be- 
tween the systems was the orientation of the vaives. According to Mr. 
Burke and Dr. Cole, the imported merchandise is a simple piston 
pump spray. Dr. Cole considered the imported spray to be “the sim- 
plest kind of piston pump sprayer you could possibly make.” The 
American sprayers, exhibits J and M, are in the opinion of defendant’s 
witnesses simple piston pump sprays. The operation of the imported 
sprayers was described by Mr. Burke as follows: 

Basically, from the diagram, its got a first check valve or 
first valve back here (indicating), a second valve internally 
in there (indicating), a piston in between (indicating). As the 
trigger is squeezed (indicating), the first valve is sealing the 
compressed product in the compression chamber, and it has 
no place to go other than out past the second valve and out 
through the nozzle. And, on the return stroke. the second valve 
is closed. The first valve i is opened up by the reduced pressure 
in the chamber and the air or product coming up through the 
dip tube into the chamber. 

Since the statutory provision under which the merchandise was 
classified utilizes the language “Simple piston pump sprays,” and 
neither party has alleged nor established a commercial desigination 
which differs from the common meaning, the latter must be considered 
as controlling. The common meaning of a tariff term is not a question 
of fact but a question of law to be determined by the courts. United 
States v. National Carloading Corp. et al., 48 CCPA 70, C.A.D. 767 
(1961) ; Productol Chemical Co. v. United States, 74 Cust. Ct. 138, C.D. 
4598 (1975). Accordingly, testimony of witnesses as to whether the 
sprayers are simple or complex is merely advisory and not binding 
upon the court. Tropical Craft Corp. v. United States, 45 CCPA 59, 
C.A.D. 673 (1958). 

Plaintiffs’ reliance upon Emil Gebhardt v. United States, 66 Treas. 
Dec. 983, Abs. 28998 (1934); Same v. Same, 56 Treas. Dec. 834, Abs. 
9786 (1929); and United Merchandising Corp. and Frank P. Dow Co., 
Inc. v. United States, 42 Cust. Ct. 396, Abs. 63100 (1959) is misplaced 
since the statutory language herein, simple piston pump sprays, was 
not involved in any of those cases. The issue for determination therein 
was whether or not the operation of the involved merchandise con- 
stituted machines. Accordingly, the cases do not support plaintiffs’ 
position nor are they controlling. Brentwood Originals v. United States, 
73 Cust. Ct. 185, C.D. 4572 (1974). 

It is also urged by plaintiffs that the court should, in determining 
the congressional intent, utilize the information contained in the 
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Brussels Nomenclature. Where ambiguity exists the court may con- 
sider legislative history such as committee reports, debates, Brussels 
Nomenclature, etc. in order to determine congressional intent. United 
States v. Kung Chen Fur Corporation, 38 CCPA 107, C.A.D. 447 
(1951). However, legislative history may not be resorted to when 
language of the statute is plain and unambiguous. C. J. Tower & 
Sons v. United States, 41 CCPA 195, C.A.D. 550 (1954). Based upon 
an examination of the merchandise and the testimony with respect to 
its operation, the court is of the opinion the involved merchandise 
falls within the classified language which is clear and unambiguous. 

It follows, therefore, since plaintiffs have failed to establish prima 
facie that the sprayers are within the statutory language of item 
662.50, as modified, supra, the action must be dismissed. 

Judgment will be entered accordingly. 
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Rehearing Motion Filed 


APRIL 25; 1979 


State Metals, Inc. v. United States, Court No. 76-6-01378.—Ju- 
DICIAL REVIEW OF ADMINISTRATIVE Action.—C.D. 4793 (on re- 
hearing of decision and judgment of February 9, 1978). Motion 
by defendant. 





International 
Trade Commission Notices 


Investigations by the U.S. International Trade Commission 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


The appended notices relating to investigations by the U.S. Inter- 
national Trade Commission are published for the information of 
Customs Officers and others concerned. 

R.E. CHAseEn, 
Commissioner of Customs. 


In the Matter of | ae ae 
Certain Precision Resistor Cups] eS ten 


Notice of Investigation 


Notice is hereby given that a complaint was filed with the U.S. 
International Trade Commission on March 30, 1979, under section 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1337), on behalf 
of Societe Francaise de L’Electro-Resistance, 115 Boulevard de la 
Madeleine, 06 Nice, France, and its wholly owned subsidiary in the 
United States, Resistor Research Corp., 400 North Washington 
Street, Falls Church, Va. 22046. The complaint alleges that unfair 
methods of competition and unfair acts exist in the importation of 
certain precision resistors, precision resistor chips, and products 
utilizing such precision resistor chips into the United States, or in their 
sale by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of either, by reason of 
alleged monopolization and attempts to monopolize the precision 
resistor industry in the United States and alleged unfair acts, specified 
in the complaint, as follows: (1) Utilizing section 337 proceedings to 
maintain a monopoly position; (2) knowingly asserting patents beyond 
their proper valid scope; (3) anticompetitive territorial restrictive 
provisions in licensing agreements; (4) unreasonably procuring and 
misusing a proprietary position; and (5) deceit and obtaining informa- 
tion by improper means. 
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The complaint alleges that the effect or tendency of these alleged 
unfair methods of competition and unfair acts is to destroy or sub- 
stantially injure an industry, efficiently and economically operated, 
in the United States, or to prevent the establishment of such an 
industry, or to restrain or monopolize trade and commerce in the 
United States. 

Complainant requests a permanent exclusion of said imports from 
entry into the United States. Complainant further requests a cease 
and desist order. 

Having considered the complaint, the U.S. International Trade 
Commission on April 17, 1979, ORDERED THAT— 


(1) Pursuant to subsection (b) section 337 of the Tariff Act of 

1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1337), an investigation be instituted 
to determine under subsection (c) whether certain acts alleged by 
complainant constitute a violation of subsection (a), and, if SO, 
whether that violation has occurred in the importation of certain 
precision resistors, precision resistor chips, and products utilizing 
such precision resistor chips into the United States, or in their 
sale by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of either, by 
reason of alleged monopolization and attempts to monopolize the 
precision resistor industry in the U nited States, including, but 
not limited to, the following acts in furtherance thereot : (a) 
Utilizing section 337 proceedings to maintain a monopoly posi- 
tion, (b) knowingly asserting patents beyond their proper valid 
scope, (c) anticompetitive territorial restrictive provisions in 
licensing agreements, (d) unreasonably procuring and maintaining 
a propr ‘etary position, and (e) deceit and obtaining information 
by improper means, the effect or tendency of w hich is to destroy 
or substantially injure an industry, efficiently and economically 
operated, in the United States, or to prevent the establishment of 
such an industr ry) or to restrain or monopolize trade and commerce 
in the United States. 


(2) For the purpose of this investigation so instituted, the 
following are hereby named parties: 
(a) The complainants are— 
Societe Francaise de L’Electro-Resistance 
115 Boulevard de la Madeleine 
06 Nice, France 
Resistor Research Corp. 
400 North Washington Street 
Falls Church, Va. 22046 
(b) Respondents are the following companies alleged to 
be involved in the unauthorized importation of such articles 
into the United States, or in their sale, and are the parties 
upon which the complaint and this notice are to be served: 
Vishay Intertechnology, Inc. 
63 Lincoln Highway 
Malvern, Pa. 19355 
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Vishay-Israel, Ltd. 
2 Haofan Street 
Holon, Israel 
(c) The Director, Office of Legal Services, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, 701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20436, is hereby directed to name a Commission investigative 
attorney to be a party to this investigation; and 

(3) For the investigation so instituted, Chief Administrative 
Law Judge, Donald K. Duvall, U.S. International Trade Com- 
mission, 701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436, shall 
designate the presiding officer. 

(4) The presiding officer is authorized to consolidate inves- 
tigation No. 337—-TA-63 and any or all aspects of this investi- 
gation as necessary to promote the expeditious conduct of both 
investigations. 

Responses must be submitted by the named respondents in accord- 
ance with section 210.21 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, as amended (19 CFR 210.21). Pursuant to sections 
201.16(d) and 210.21(a) of the rules, such responses will be considered 
by the U.S. International Trade Commission if received no later than 
20 days after the date of service of the complaint. Extensions of time 
for submitting a response will not be granted unless good and sufficient 
cause therefor is shown. 

Failure of a respondent to file a timely response to each allegation 
in the complaint and in this notice may be deemed to constitute a 
waiver of the right to appear and contest the allegations of the com- 
plaint and this notice, and will authorize the presiding officer and the 
U.S. International Trade Commission, without further notice to the 
respondent, to find the facts to be as alleged in the complaint and in 
this notice and to enter both a recommended determination and a 
final determination containing such findings. 

The complaint is available for inspection by interested persons at 
the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade Commission, 
701 E Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20436, and in the Commission’s 
New York City Office, 6 World Trade Center, New York, N.Y. 10048. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: April 25, 1979. 

Kennetu R. Mason, 
Secretary. 


[AA1921-203] 
CarRBON STEEL PLate From PoLanp 


Notice of Investigation and Hearing 


Having received advice from the Department of the Treasury on 
April 17, 1979, that carbon steel plate from Poland produced by 
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Stalexport is being, or is likely to be, sold at less than fair value, the 
USS. International Trade Commission, on April 27, 1979, instituted in- 
vestigation No. AA1921-203 under section 201(a) of the Antidumping 
Act, 1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)), to determine whether an 
industry in the United States is being or is likely to be injured, or is 
prevented from being established, by reason of the importation of such 
merchandise into the United States. For the purposes of its determina- 
tion concerning sales at less than fair value, the Treasury Department 
defined carbon steel plate as hot-rolled carbon steel plate, not coated or 
plated with metal and not clad, other than black plate, not alloyed, 
and other than in coils, as provided for in item 608.8415 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States Annotated. 

Hearing.—A public hearing in connection with the investigation will 
be held on Thursday, May 24, 1979, in the Commission’s Hearing 
Room, U.S. International Trade Commission Building, 701 E Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20436, beginning at 10 a.m., e.d.t. Requests 
to appear at the public hearing should be filed with the Secretary of 
the Commission, in writing, not later than noon, Monday, May 14, 
1979. 

A prehearing conference in connection with this investigation will be 
held in Washington, D.C., at 10 a.m., e.d.t., on Monday, May 14, 
1979, in room 117, U.S. International Trade Commission Building, 
701 E Street NW. 

By order of the Commission. 

Issued: April 30, 1979. 

KeEnneEtTH R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
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